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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 32 and 35 - 36, 38, 41 - 45, 48 - 49, 50, and 53 - 54 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sehr (US Patent 6,325,295 B1) in view of 
CNN.com, hereinafter referred to as Lovegety 

(http://www6xnnxomAWORLD/asiapcf/9806/07/fringe/japanJovegetyO 

3. In regard to claims 32, 43, and 50, as best understood by the examiner, Sehr 
discloses a mobile terminal for trading a digital collectible card associated with a user 
within a plurality of wireless mobile terminals, also used for trading digital collectible 
cards associate with other users, via a wireless communication transceiver (Column 3 
Lines 12-22). 

However, Sehr fails to teach a means for detecting whether a second mobile 
terminal device is available. 
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CNN.com discloses of a device, called the Lovegety, in which a first user would 
input information regarding their interests and dislikes. The device would then detect 
whether another Lovegety user (second user) is in the vicinity that shares the same 
interests of the first user. The device would then beep when they detect another 
Lovegety within a 15-foot range. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Sehr with the teachings of Lovegety in order to have a user of the mobile 
terminal to have a means of detecting other users with the same mobile terminal and 
having similar interests, such as digital collectible cards. 

4. In regard to claims 35 and 44, the combination of Sehr and Lovegety, as 
disclosed above, would inherently comprise a means of detecting whether the second 
mobile terminal has a digital collectable card trading capability. 

5. In regard to claims 36 and 45, in further view of the combination of Sehr and 
Lovegety, as discussed above, Sehr discloses that the mobile terminals have selection 
features that would allow the user to look for particular items that the would be 
interested in, such as updating information of a particular card (Column 12 Lines 41 - 
56). 

6. In regard to claims 38 and 48, Sehr discloses that the cardholder must log-on to 
the appropriate database to request the rendering of a particular service, which would 
inherently require them to register to the system (Column 16 Lines 44 - 46) and 
confirming the identities of the cardholders (Column 18 Lines 11 - 13). 
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7. In regards to claim 41 , Sehr discloses a mobile terminal for trading a digital 
collectible card associated with a user within a plurality of wireless mobile terminals, 
also used for trading digital collectible cards associate with other users, via a wireless 
communication transceiver (Column 3 Lines 12 - 22). However, Sehr fails to teach a 
means for detecting whether a second mobile terminal device is available. 

CNN.com discloses of a device, called the Lovegety, in which a first user would 
input information regarding their interests and dislikes. The device would then detect 
whether another Lovegety user (second user) is in the vicinity that shares the same 
interests of the first user. The device would then beep when they detect other 
Lovegetys within a 1 5-foot range. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Sehr with the teachings of Lovegety in order to have a user of the mobile 
terminal to have a means of detecting other users with the same mobile terminal and 
having similar interests, such as digital collectible cards. 

8. In regard to claims 42 and 49, in further view of the combination of Sehr and 
Lovegety, as discussed above, Lovegety, inherently includes, a means to exchange 
messages proposing a meeting. 

9. Claims 33 - 34, 37, 39 - 40, 46 - 47, and 51 - 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Sehr (US Patent 6,325,295 B1) in view of 
CNN.com, hereinafter referred to as Lovegety, 

( http://www6.cnn.com/WQRLD/asiapcf/9806/07/frinqe/iapan.loveaetv/) and in further 
view of Newton (Newton's Telecom Dictionary 20 th Updated and Expanded Edition). 
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10. In regard to claims 33 - 34, Sehr and CNN.com are discussed above, but fail to 
explicitly disclose using Bluetooth technology. Newton discloses that Bluetooth is, "A 
wireless protocol that is used to communicate from one device to another in a small 
area usually less than 30 feet." Moreover, it is inherent that if a Bluetooth transceiver 
were to be used then it would be operable to communicate within an operational low 
power radio range. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Sehr and Lovegety, in combination, to use a Bluetooth transceiver as a short- 
range wireless communication transceiver operable to communicate within an 
operational low power radio range. 

11. In regard to claims 37 and 46, Newton discloses that a means of determining 
whether the first and second mobile terminals are in the same cell of a mobile 
communication network is old and well known (see Newton: Cell and CMTS). 

12. In regard to claims 39 - 40 and 47, as best understood by the examiner, 
Lovegety discloses a means of determining whether another Lovegety user is within the 
vicinity. Inherently included, Lovegety uses short-range wireless communication. 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/28/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Double Patenting 

14. Rejection towards Double Patenting has been withdrawn. 
Claim Objections 
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15. Claim objections toward claims 41 , 32, and 50 have been withdrawn. 
Rejection under 35 USC 112. second paragraph 

16. Claim rejection under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, toward claim 52 has been 
withdrawn. 

Arguments made on Page 7-9 

17. Applicant argues that the combination of Sehr and Lovegety fails to disclose or 
suggest a means for detecting whether a second mobile terminal is available for trading 
the digital collectible cards and a short range wireless communication transceiver for 
directly communicating with the second mobile terminal. However, as already 
discussed above, Sehr discloses a method of trading digital cards and Lovegety 
discloses the use of mobile terminals that communicate and transmit data over short- 
range communication. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art of short 
range communication and data transfer to have found it obvious to modify the teachings 
of Sehr to include short range communication devices in order to trade digital collectible 
cards since the users of the devices share a common interest, such as the users who 
use the Lovegety devices. 

Arguments made on Page 9 

1 8. Applicant argues that Lovegety fails to disclose or suggest detecting whether a 
second mobile terminal is available for trading data. However, Lovegety does, indeed, 
disclose detecting other Lovegetys within a 15-foot range flj 6). Further still, Lovegety 
allows each user to seek out other Lovegetys that may be in the area, as well. In 
response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
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nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 
Arguments made on Page 10 

19. Applicant argues several points that Newton fails to disclose. However, the 
examiner's purpose for using the reference was to illustrate that the communication 
system disclosed by the applicant is old and well known, such as Bluetooth, low power 
radio range, and etc. Further still, Lovegety further demonstrates its short-range 
capability usage as shown in the provided reference (fl 6 - 7). In response to 
applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Conclusion 

20. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gerardo Araque Jr. whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3747. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30AM - 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 




GA 
2/5/07 



JOHN 6. WEISS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 



